LNV FUBLIC WOUKKo CONVIMISSION
77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consult the "Instructions fbr Completion of Prolect Application”

for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati |

STREET 801 Plum Street

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati 45202

PROJECT NAME Foley Road Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYPE Street rehabilitation

TOTAL COST S 412,000

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY Hami 1ton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45238

——
= o

This saction 1o be completed by Distict Commitfee ONLY:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
AMOUNT OF REQUEST: $___176,000.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X State lssue 2 District Allocation

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Locdl Transportation Improvement Program

|

This sactlon to be completed by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMQOUNT: $

8




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE"
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/Z1P
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DISTRICT LIAISON

Doug Perry

Senior Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 352 - 3407
) -

Scott Johnson

City Manager

801 Plum Street

Room 752, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 352 - 3241
) -

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

801 Plum Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

513 ) 352  ~3732

) -

Boh Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

B01 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202
513 ) _ 352 - 3409
) _

William Brayshaw

TITLE Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street
STREET County Administration Buiiding
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati 452072
PHONE A ( 513 ) 632 - 8523
FAX j ( ) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

21 ENGR. DESIGN 10 /1 [/ 89 6 /1 [/ 90

2.2 BID PROCESS 6 /1 [/ 90 8 /1 /90

2.3 CONSTRUCTION 8 /1 [/ 90 g8 /1 /o1
3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT NAME: Foley Road Rehabilitation

3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Foley Road from Trenton Avenue to Covedale Avenue

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Rehabilitation of existing roadway including repair and replacement
of curb, removal of existing asphalt surface, base and joint repairs,

iq]et angl c_:onnection pipe repairs, casting adjustments and resurfacing
with a minimum of asphaltic concrete.

C. PHYSICAL DlMENSIONS/CHARACTERlSTICS:

Roadway is 2 lanes, 26 feet in width and 5200 feet in length.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
Attach Pages. a



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

4.1

Q)

)

c)
)
e)
f)

@D

4.2

4.3

4.4

a)
b)
C)
d)

e)

4.5

4.6

Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design

3, Construction Supervision
Acguisition Expenses

1. Land

2. Righi-of-Way
Construction Costs
Equipment Costs

Other Direct Expenses
Contfingencies

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION

2,000

4,000

20,000

352,000

“34,000

<> Ly L Uy Ly Ly O Ly LY Ly

412,000

$ 412,000

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Local In-Kind Coniributions
Local Public Revenues
Local Private Revenues
Other Public Revenues

1. State of Ohlo

2. Federal Programs
OPWC Funds '

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

STATUS OF FUNDS

Afttach Documentation.

PREPAID ITEMS

Attach Page.

Lrr L Ly L1 Ly <y Uy

Dollars %
236,000 57
176,000 3
412.000 100




5.0 APPLICANT CERNFICAIIUN

The Applicant Certifies That:

As ihe officlal representative of the Applicant, the undersigned cortifies: that ha/she s legally empowered o represant
the applicant In both requesting and accepting fnancio! csslsfence as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo
Revised Code; that to the best of his/har knowledge and bellet, all representations that are part of This application
are frue and corect; thaf all officlal documents and commitments of the applicant that are a part of this applicaiion
have been duly authorized by the governing body of the Applicant; and, should the requested financlal asslstance
pe provided, fhat In the execullon of this project, the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohla law,
including those Involving minarify business utlizatlon. equal employment opporiunity. 8uy Ohlo, and prevalling wages.

SCOTT LJOHNSON , CITY MANAGER
Cerﬁf\ﬂ?e rehentative Jype Name and Title)
(B .
Signa’ru?’bo’re Signed

Applicant shali clicle the appropriate response fo the .statemants.
In my project application. | have Included the following:

@ NO Two-year Maintenance of Local Effort Report as required In 164-1-12 of
the Ohlo Administrative Cede. ‘ ———
@ NO- A registered professional enginger’s estimate of useful life os required In 164-1-13 of tha
Ohie Adminisitative Cods,
@ NO A registered profassional englnear’s esfimate of cost as requlired In 164-1-14 and 164-1-16
of the Ohio Administrative Code.
@ NO Two (2) coples of @ 5-yaar Caplfal improvements Report have been supbmitied fo my Distilct
integrating Commiltiee as requlred In 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrative Code.
(@ NO A ‘status of funds' report per secfion 4.5 of this application.
YES NO A copy of the cooperative agresment (for projects Invelving more than ene subdivision).
YES NO (@ Coplies ﬁ01' all warrants for those ltems Identified as “pre-paid’ in sectlon Ab of this
application.

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Committee for District Number __-2 Cerfifles
That: S

- . As {he oficlal representative of the Disirict Public Works Integrating Committes, the undersipned heraby certifles: "that
this application tor financial assstance os provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revisad Code has been duly
_selected by the appropilate bady of the Distiict Public Works. Integrating Committes; that the project’s selacHon was
basad entlrely on an oblective, District-orlented set of project evaluation citrerla and selection methodology that are
fully reflective of and In confoimance with Ohlo Revised Code Sections 164,05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chaptet 164-
1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code; ond that the amount of financlal assistance hereby recommended has besn
prudentiy derved In consideration of all other financlal resources avallable to the project. As evidence of the
Distilct's due considsration of requlred project evaluation criterla, the resuiis of this project's ratings under such criferia
are attached to this application,

Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson,Dist.2 Integrating Committee
Cerlfying Representative (Type Name and Titie)

tester—/ W2HB0.




- OCTOBER 31, 1989

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CARPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

PROJECT NAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitation

Spouthside Avenue
Bridge Replacement

Fagleston Avenue
Improvement

Bridge Investment
Protection Program

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Attenuators

Hopplie-Beekman-—
Westwood Norihern
Blvd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYPE

Rehabilitation
Rehabilitation
Replacement
Widening &
Channelizing
Rehabilitation
Rehabilitation
& Replacement
Replacement
Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Installation

Widening

Rehabilitation

FUNMDING SOURCE

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax FPeym.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

$ 7,750,000

H

1,830,000

% 1.426,000

$ 323,000

3 125,000

3 500,000

$ 375,000

¢ S0, 000

$ S0, 000

$ 100,000

& 310,000



OCTOBER 31, 1989

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET,

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

1989

PROJECT NAME

Hopple—Beekman-—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Monastary Street

Guerley Road

Street
Rehabilitatiaon

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
S5tair Renovation

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Belmont
Avenus

Brighton
Connection

Calhoun
Street

Clifton
Avenue

Elberon
Avenus

PROJECT TYPE

Widening

Hillside

Stabilization

Widening

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Widening

Intersection

Improvement

Widening

Realignment

Landelide
Correction

FUNDING SOURCE -

Street Improvement
Bond Fumnd (from
Iasue 1 Funds)

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Baond Fund

Intohe Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

& 315,000

$ 300,000

& 50,000

$ 1,710,000

& 200,000

% 120,000

& 500,000

$ 300,000

% 400,000

% 100,000

H#

150,000

& 60,000
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ITEM NO.

103.05
Special
Special
Special
2oz
202
203
203
301
304
403
404
603
604
604
604
604
604
604
408
&08
&09
609
609
&27
&40
1125
619

ESTIMATED
QUANTITIES

lump

740 s.vy.
20 c.y.

100 1.f.
630 s.vy.
19,000 s.vy.
10 c.y.

10 ¢

163 c

30 c

650 ©
650 c
30 1

7 ea.
i3 ea.

1990 STREET REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #2

Foley Road

PESCRIPTION

Contract Band

Part Depth Pavt. Rep(Conc. Pavti.)
Maintenance Patching

Connection Pipe Cleaned

Rigid Pavt. Removed-Full Depth
Wearing Course Removed
Embankment

Excavation

Bituminous Aggregrate Base( 2"}
Aggregate Base

Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course
Asphalt Concrete Surface Course
12" Conduit, Type "H"

Manhole Adjust to Grade W/0 Ring
Valve Chambers Adjust W/0 Ring
561 Adjusted To Grade

DGI Adjusted To Grade

Const. of DGI/CI Aband Gld Inlet
Inlets Repaired{(Ditch or Curb)
Handicap Ramp

Concrete Walk

Concrete Curb Repair, Type P-4
Concrete Curb ,Type S5-I

Concrete Curb ,Type L-1

Concrete Driveway

Sod Restoration

Reset Ex. Valve Box W/0 Adjusters
Field Dffice

EST. UNIT
PRICE

%27.00
$80.00
$10.00
$235.00
%$1.30
$18.00
$35.00
$85.00
$25.00
$62.00
$62.00
$30.00
$175.00
%$173.00
$220.00
$230.00
$1,250.00
$200.00
$4.00
$4.00
$16.00
$13.00
$8.00
$5.00
$2.00
$110.00

Total Cost
Contingencies

Total Cost

ESTIMATED
CosT

$3,175.00
$20,520.00
$1,400.00
$1,000.00
$16,250.00
$28,500.00
$180.00
$350.,00
$14,025.00
$1,250.00
$40,300.00
$40,300.00
$1,500.00
$1,225.00
$2,425.00
$440.,00
$450.00
$2,500.00
$1,000.00
$1,280.00
$400.00
$152,000.00
$750.00
$400.00
$1,750.00
$17,000.00
$220.00
$1,000.00

$352,000.00
$ 34,000.00

: $386,000.00

City Engineer
City of Cincinnati
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ITEM NO.

103.05
Special
Special
Special
0B
202
203
203
a0l
304
4503
£04
603
&04
£04
604
504
L04
604
4508
&086
509
409
4607
&27
660
11235
b1%9

ESTIMATED
DUANTITIES

—
=
3

™

400
20
100
300
11,060
10
10
73
50
23
323
a0
7 ea.
153 ea.
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1990 STREET REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #2
Foley Road

EST. UNIT
DESCRIPTION PRICE
Contract Bond
Part Depth Pavt. Rep(Conc. Pavt.) $27.00
Maintenance Patching $B0.00
Connection Pipe Cleaned %10.00
Rigid Pavt. Rempved-Full Depth 523,00
Hearing Course Removed $1.50
Embankment 518.00
Excavation $35.00
Bituminous Aggregrate Base( ") £85.00
Aggregate Base £23.00
Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course 342.00
Asphalt Concrete Surface Course $42.00
12" Conduit, Type “H" $30.00
Manhole Adjust to Grade K/0 Ring %175.00
Valve Chambers Adjust W/0 Ring %175,00
561 Adjusted To Grade $020.00
DGEI Adjusted To Grade $230.00
Const. of DBI/CI Aband 0id Inlet %1,250.00
Inlets Repaired(Ditch or Curb) 200,00
Handicap Ramp #4.00
Concrete Walk %4.00
Concrete Curb Repair,Type R-Z2 $16.00
Concrete Curb ,Type 5-1 %13.00
Concreie Curb ,Typs L-1 $8.00
Concrete Driveway £3.00
Sod Resioration s2.00
Reset Ex. Valve Box W/0 Adjusters $110.00
Field Office

Total Cost

T.
City Engineer

ESTIMATED
COSBT

$2,615.00
£10,800.00
$1,5600.00
%1,000.00
%7,500.00
514,500,00
$180.00
$350.00
$4,375.00
$1,250.00
$20, 150.00
$20, 150,00
£1,500.00
$1,285.00
$2,4685.00
$220.00
$230.00
$1,250.00
$600.00
$160.00
$400.00
$28,800.00
$750.00
$400.00
$350.00
51,800.00
$220,00

%1 ,000.00

$130,000. 00

—‘_f [ .g At } -
L. Foungs R, E.

City of Cincinnatil



- City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Steet
Cincinnat, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson
Director

F. X. Wagner

Superintendent

January 22, 1990

Mr. Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer

700 County Administration Building
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Attn: Mr, Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project

Dear Mr, Hipfel:

This letter is in follow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State
Issue 2 program.

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the
City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

et Fomrein

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

cc! . Young, Engr.
Cordes, Engr.
. Perry, Engr.
. Cline, Engr.

i el

Equul Oppartunity Employer
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APPLICATION YEAR: 1880

STATE OF OHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

FROJECT APPLICATION

Jurisdiction/Agancy: CITY OF CINCINNATI Fopulation (1980): 385,000

Froject Titie: STREET REHABILITATICON - FOLEY RUAD

Froject Idantification and tocation: FOLEY RUAD FROM CGVEDALE

TO TREMTUN

Typz of Froj=ct: Fehabiiitation lzg Faplacs [:] Battzrmant™ [:j

3

such as 2

L1H]

{Mark more than onz box 1f there are expansion siamant
lanz bridgs besing replaced with a & lane bridgs)

Explanation of Bettermant Eismants of Frojact™:

Koad Igﬂ gridas [:] Flood Control systzm (stormwatsr) E]

Detailed Description of Project™™: REHABILITATTION UF EXTSTING ROALUWAY ,

INCLUDING KEPAIR AND REPLACEMENT OF CURB, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ASPHALT

SURFACE WHERE NEEDED, BASE & JOINT REPAIRS, INLET & CONNECTION PIPRE

REFALRS, CASTING ADJUSTMENTS AND RESUKFACING WITH ASPHALTIC CONCRETE.

Type of Issue 2 Funds: District 2 Lgﬂ small Government [:]
water/Sewer Rotary E] Emargency []

* Sea dafinition of Betterment attached.
mm Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Page 1



nf  tha total infrastructurs within the jurisdiction which is similar to
the infrastructura of this proj=ct, what parcentags can bs classifi=ad

as being poor to vary poor in condition, adaquacy and/or
sarviceability.

Typical examplss ars:

Road percantage= Miles of road that arsa poor to vary poor
Total milezage of road within jurisdiction

Storm parcentage=s Length of sterm sewars that are poor fo very poor
Total length of storm ssw2r within jurisdiction

Eridge parcentage= Numbsr of bridgss that are poor to very poor
Numbezr of bridges within jurisdiction

ROAD PERCENTAGE = MILES POOR = 200 = 21.9%
TOTAL MILES 915

what i the condition of the dinfrastructures to Dbe replaczd or
repatred? For bridges, base condition on Jatast genz=ral appraisal and
condition rating.

) 1

Clo

L17]
{b

d fair to poor

Extremely poor Fair

Foor: ES Goed

= Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
prasant facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge), surface
type and width, structural condition of surface, substandard: berm
width, gradss, curvas, sight distances, drainage structures, sanitary
sewars, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure to be
repaired or replaced using one of the following catagorias: Tess than
20 years, 20-29 years, 30-39 years, 40-489 years, 50 years or oldar

FAVEMENT SHOWS SIGN OF SEVERE WEAR - PAVEMENT FATLURES, HEAVED

JOINTS, SPALLED AND DETERIORATED CURB, INLET FATLURES, AND GENERAL

DETERTORATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY. AGE OF FAVEMENT TS 30 YEARS (+-).

FPage 2



I¥ sState Issue 2 funds ar
after completion of the agre
occur?

= awardsd, how soon {in wesks or months)
ament with 0PWC would the opening of bids

@ pleasz indicats the current status of ths project davelopmant by
circling the appropriatz answsrs bslow.

a) Has the Consultant been selzcted?.........c0vv.e Yes No (ji:B)
b)Y Frzliminary developmznt or enginesering completad? No N/ A
¢) Detailad construction pltans completed?.......... Yes N/ A
d) &11 right-of-way acquired?........... et e Yes po
2) Utility coordination completed?... ..., Yas (:EE;) N/ A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any itzm abovs
not yet completzd. WITHIN 3 MONTHS GF APPROVAL BY OPWC, ALL ABOVE

WORK WILL BE COMPLETED 50 THAT PROJECTS CAN BE AWARDED IN 1990,

How will +the propossd infrastructure activity impact the genzral
health, welfare, and safzty of thes service area.

& Where applicable, commant on the following:

a) uverall safsty, Jinciuding aceidant reduction (Accident r=cords
should bz attached, if available).

(I

by Emergency vehicla responss time (fire, police, & medical)

c¢) Other factors (i.e., fire protection, health hazards, etc.)

d) Additional User Costs - The additional distance and time for thea
us=rs to travel a detour or an alternate routs

e) when project is completed, how will it impact adjacent businesses?

WILL ASSIST IN MAINTAINING CURRENT TAX BASE AND ALSO PROVIDE

SATISFACTORY ROAD NETWORK FOR FUTURE DEVELOPMENT.

Pagea 3



Are matching funds available? {(i.=2. Fed=2ral, statz, MRF, Local, =tc.)

YES

To what =xtent of anticipatad construction cost?

50%

i# [ ist the 1typs and amount of funds being supplied by the local
ag2nCy. This amount may b= from local, Federal, Stats, Municipal Road
Fund (MRE), or othar sources. ~ Explain additional funding through
other sourcss bsing applizd for or rzceivad for the proj=ct. Also,

zxpiain any nesd to accumulats funds for construction at a later dats.
Complates LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on Page 6.

@ The Jlocal agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipated
construction cost. Additionaliy, ths local ag=sncy shall pay for all
costs of engineering, inspasction of construction, right of way, and
the besttsrment portion of ths projsct. Complets ESTIMATED COST COF

FROJECT, on Fkage 6.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local govarnmsnt agsncy
resulted in a partial ban or compizte ban of ths use or expansion of
uss for the involvad infrastructure? N

C

|

® Apra fthere any roads or sireszts within the propossd projsct Timits
that have weight Timits (partial ban) or truck restrictions (compliestes
ban)? Havs any bridgss had weight 1imits impossd on theam (partial
ban) or truck prohibitions (complestes ban)? Have the issuance of naw
Building permits bzen limited (partial ban) or halted (completz ban)
be2causs ths =xisting storm/sanitary sawer o watsr supply systam in a
particular ar=a 1is inadequates? CDocumant with specific information
explaining what +fyps of ban currently =xists and the agsency that
impaes=d the ban. NO

What 15 thes total number of existing users that will ben=fit as a
result of tha proposed project? Jsa appropriate criteria such as
houszhoids, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit,

daily users, =tc., and squate to an =qual measuram=nt of users,

 fFor roads and bridg=ss, mulitiply current documented Averags Laily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car {(I.7T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. HKidership figures for pubiic transit must

be documsnted. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documented traffic ¢ounts prior to
rastriction. For storm s=awers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and
other related facilities, multiply +the number of households in the

service area by four (4) to determine the approximate number of users
paer day.

ADT = §,000 USERS = 10,800

Fage 4



8.

The applicant has conducted a study of 1its =existing capital

improvements and their condition. A five vysar overall Capital
Improvamant Plan {that shall be updatsed annually) is attached or on
file with the District 2 Integrating Committzes for the currzant yv=ar or
shall be submitted by March 31 of the program year. The Plan shall
includa the following:

a) An  inventory of =2xisting capital improvemsnts, inciuding their
condition,

b) A plan that details capital improvemsnts nesds during the next fivs
years and,

f the political subdivision's priorities in addressing
s

The attached Form 1 shall bes completad for those projascts which are
being submitted for Issue 2 funds.

fs *ha Adinfrastructure to be Jimprovad part of a facility that has
ragional  significanc=? (Number of jurisdictions served, sizz of
zarvica are=a, trip T=ngths or tengths of routz, functional
classitication)

THIS STREET Is FART OF THE FEDERAL AID URBAN SYSTEM AND I3

CLASSIFIED As A COLLECTOR STREET.

Fage %



10.) ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FUNDS

Planmning, Design, Engineering (1004 Local)
Right-0f-Way/Real Property (100% Local)
Inspection of Construction (100% Local)
Construction and Contingencies $ 176,000
Betterment Portion (100% Local)

Subtatal $ _176,000
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds Plus Local Funds)......u...

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

Municipal Road fund (MRF)
State Fuel & License Funds
Local Road Taxes

Local Bond or Operating Funds

Misc. Funds {(Specify)

Total Local Funds

*# These numbers must be identical

Page &

LOCAL. FUNDS

4,000

N/A

20,000

210,000

N/A

234,000 *H

412,000

236,000

234,000 ¥




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

A, Previous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects+

Budget is based on expenditures chgpprmpriations)“ {Circle onel

Funding (in thousands % of TOTAL “ of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ burdget USED FOR
appropriatians INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1984 % 8,352 12 % _ 35 %
1987 _14,583 12 % ] = ya
1988 $_14,01%9 i1 % 53 A
1989 $_246,203 13 Y F_ 79 Y
{est.)
B. Praojected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects+#

e I ——
Budget is based on expenditures or appropriationsn* (Circle one)

Funding (in thousands v, of TOTAL % of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) gxpenditures/ budget USED FOR
apprapriastiaons INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1990 s 32,125 l1& N . 80 %
19721 ¢ 31,107 17 4 70 ik
1992 % _3&,124 17 % g0 ¥4

* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any significant .Reduction (10% or more) in projected
pxpenditures or apprapriations for 1989-92 as caompared to actual
expenditures or appropriations for previous years. {1t is the intent of

Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.)

FPage 7



Jes the Jjurisdiction utilize anvy of the following methods for funding
surces? (circle answer)

Local income L% ... oo on v amr e wnansas (:::) (N[s]
Permissive license plate fes........ - (:::) (]a]

Bridge and road leviesS...... .. eeunn. Yes
Tax imcrement Tinmancing and/or........ Mo

capital improvement bond issues

DirECt USEr FEBS . v v enasronenneeenenans No
Permit fees and fineS. v e e oo veeea-ns No

3.1 AUTHORIZATION

The applicant heraby affirms that local funds will be provided if this
praject is selected.

nte: Attech with application
Ny photooraphs, reporis, plans or

ther available data on the
roject. C?g?

. _Room 15g, CITY HALL

Signatuy/fe

Ba1 PLUiM STREET COTT JOHNSAN

Mame
CINCINNMATI . QHIO 43202 CITY MANAGER
ddress Paosition
{513) 352-3241 L CITY OF CINCINNATI _
hone {(Work) Local Jurisdiction/Agency

FPage B



NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
. FILLED QUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE £2)

DISTRICT 2 - HAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: Cl‘/‘\/ of  Cinci nnaty

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION: )N 227- 2A
’L_o/ey Road Rehabilidation  Freom  Covedale 4o T don

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:
459% Isspe 2 55 % LocAlL

POINTS
/0 1. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - All other type projects.
/0 2. 1If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon aftér the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points -~ Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



éz 3. What is the condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed
8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points - Poor
4 points - Fair to Poor -
2 points - Fair ‘
0 points - Good
4‘ 4. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is

similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
8 points - 40% and over
& points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

jﬁ% 5. How important is the project to the health, welfare and
- safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points - ]

2 points - Minimal importance

A 6. What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

\¢ 20 points - Poor

“ }6 points -
w2 points - Fair
A 8 points -
7 & points - Excellent
10 7. Are matching funds for this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of

estimated construction cost?

10 points - More than 50%

8 points - 40-50% and over:
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% .and over
2 points - 10~19% and over



0 8. Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 points - No action -

5 9. What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of

persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 -
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,999

1 points - Under 2,449

gzz % 10. Does the infrastructure have regional impact? {May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,

number of jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1 points - Minimal impact

5 Z TOTAL POINTS

e, 2 - Lot S E S -1 ///zf/é’?

Reviewer Names 4 Date



